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Third Circuit Review
EDITOR'S PREFACE
The Villanova Law Review is pleased to present the eleventh an-
nual Third Circuit Review. In this edition, we have endeavored to pro-
vide a representative selection from the broad spectrum of
noteworthy cases argued before the Third Circuit during the past
year. In 1983, the Third Circuit issued groundbreaking decisions in
the areas of copyright protection for computer programs in machine
language' and administrative variances for toxic pollutants under the
Clean Water Act.2 In addition, the court considered novel applica-
tions of more familiar doctrines, including the right of indirect pur-
chasers to recover damages from antitrust violators,3 and the class of
litigants entitled to invoke collateral estoppel. 4 Hotel and Restaurant
Employees and Bartenders International Union Local 54 v. Danziger,5 in
which the Third Circuit held that the NLRA preempted certain pro-
visions of New Jersey's casino gambling legislation, was published in
an earlier issue because the United States Supreme Court held argu-
ment on the case this term.
Student authors have written lengthier casenotes and have also
experimented with the note format in this issue of the Third Circuit
Review. While these innovations make our approach more selective,
the Review is seeking to provide a broader framework for more prob-
ing legal analysis and greater flexibility where appropriate. "Only by
clearly identifying the problems in the opinion under scrutiny does
the writer accept the full responsibility of legal analysis and allow the
reader to evaluate its worth."'6
The Third Circuit Review Editor wishes to express her apprecia-
1. Apple Computer, Inc. v. Franklin Computer Corp., 714 F.2d 1240 (3d Cir.
1983), cert. dismissed, 104 S. Ct. 690 (1984), noted in Third Circuit Review, 29 VILL. L.
REV. 894 (1984).
2. National Ass'n of Metal Finishers v. EPA, 719 F.2d 624 (3d Cir. 1983), cert.
grantedsub nom. Chemical Mfrs. Ass'n v. Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., 104
S. Ct. 2167 (1984), noted in Third Circuit Review, 29 VILL. L. REV. 771 (1984).
3. Merican, Inc. v. Caterpillar Tractor Co., 713 F.2d 958 (3d Cir. 1983), cert.
denied, 104 S. Ct. 1278 (1984), noted in Third Circuit Review, 29 VILL. L. REv. 801
(1984).
4. Prinz v. Greate Bay Casino Corp., 705 F.2d 692 (3d Cir. 1983), noted in Third
Circuit Review, 29 VILL. L. REv. 857 (1984).
5. 709 F.2d 815 (3d Cir. 1983), vacated and remanded, 104 S. Ct. 3179 (1984), noted
in Note, 29 VILL. L. REV. 211 (1984).
6. Seitz, Introduction to the Third Circuit Review, 28 VILL. L. REV. 651, 652 (1983).
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tion to the Judges of the Third Circuit who have suggested topics for
review, the faculty members who have critiqued manuscripts, and the
editors and staff of the Law Review who have made this Review
possible.
Tracy M. Blake
Third Circuit Revzew Edit'or
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Villanova Law Review, Vol. 29, Iss. 3 [1984], Art. 5
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